


To the Hon. H. A. W. skeen, Judge of the Circuit Court for Lee 


County, Virginia: 


Humbly poo ¢ your sanpiaitients 4% 
dimers Ob 2: ae ae 


qualified voters of the County of Lee residing in the Rose Hill Mag™ 
isterial District of Lee County, Virginia, would respectfully repre” 
sent and complain and show unto your honor that pursuant to an order 
rendered by the Circuit Court for Lee County, Virginia, at the sep” 
tember term thereof in the year 1908, an election was nela in the said 
County on the lst day of December, 1908, for the purpose of taking 
the sense of the qualified woters of Lee County on the question wheth™ 
er the Board of Supervisors should issue bonds for the purpose of 
macadamizing and otherwise permanently improving the public roads in 
tne Rose Hill, White Shoals, Jonesville, and Yokum Station Magisterial 
Districts, the roads which were tQ be macadamized and otherwise per 
manently improved, the approximate location, length and widths being 
named and set out in the said order made at the said September term 
1908. Your complainants woudéd represent and show unto your honor 
that they and each of them are duly qualified voters of the said 
Gounty of Lee, and that they are fifteen and more in mumber. 

The opject of this complaint wiich is filed pursuant to Section 
5 of the Acts approved Februrary 25th, 1908, and reported in the Acts 
of General Assembly of 1908, at pages 71 to 75 inclusive, is to con” 
test the return of the canvassing Board and to have the Circuit Court 
of Lee County to inquire into, determine and render judgement as to 
whether proper returns have peen made by the Judges of the election 


at certain precincts, resoecting the bond issue for the said Rose Had 1 





Magisterial District, which compladnt'as to the said returns at var~ 
ious precéncts is hereinafter specifically set out. 

Your complainants will now show your honor that, th the said 
election the said canvassing Board certifies that there were cast in 
the said Rose Hill Nagisterial District 276 votes, of which 217 were 
cast in favor of the said bond issue for the said District, and that 
59 were cast against the said bond issue, and said canvassing Board 
returns in their certificate that in the County of Lee at large there 
was cast on the question of bond issue as to the Rose Hill Magister~ 
ial District 1193 votes of which 571 were cast for bond issue and 
622 were cast against bond issue. Your complainants make no charge 
that the Board of election Commissioners in making their canvass of 
tne returns made by the judges of election, made up a false or erron™ 
eous certificate, but they are informed that said Commissioners sim™ 
ply followea the returns of the judges of the election in the varéous 
yrécincts, and made up their certificates from said returns, But 
the object of this petition is to go behind the returns made by the 
Judges of the election at several of the voting precincts which are 
hereinafter set forth and to charge that the judges of the election 
at seme~of the said precincts which are mentioned below, counted votes 
against the bond issue which were illegal and improper ballots, and 
should not have so been counted. 

Your complainants would represent and show unto your honor that 
at the Bales Mill voting precinct 19 votes were counted against the 


bond issue which should not have been because your petitioners aver 


| Ssttets | | 
that upon the said 19 tbekeks which were counted against bond issue, 


there only appeared the word "against", whereas the Law provides that 
the voter mist déposit a ticket on which is written or printed(if he 
would vote against bond issue) “against bond issue, and vont petition= 
ers here call for and demand an inspection of the said tickets as a7 
foresaid which will bear them out in their contention in the said 


statement as aforeflald, ara f tv Cateet. Lue re otherun | 





Your ovetitioners would further represent afid show unto your hon™ 
or that in the Bales Forge voting precinct in the Rose Hill District 
ag aforesaid, there was counted against bond issue “LK “A votes which 


nad nothing written or printed upon the face of the  TEOKSES except 


the date of the election and the purpose Tor which it was being held, 


and the said judges of the said election made veturns that the said 


ballotsin the said Bales Mill and Bales }lorge precincts were cast a7 
gainst bond issue, when they should have been thrown out as illegal 
balLets.. 

Your petitioners will further represent and show unto your honor 

tAat at the Sulphur Springs voting precinct the Judges of the election 
in the said precincts in their returns report’ d that 53 votes were 
cast against bond issue in the Rose Hill District, but your petition- 
ers allege that said 53 votes were cast upon ballots which were ille~ 
gal and void and should not have been counted, because your petition— 
ers allege and charge that the said ballots so counted as against 
bond issue in the said Rose Hill DistYict, only had written thereon 
the word "against" without saying against bond issue as is required 
py the Statute, 2-0 cere BeAr. Ueegne otis 2228 , 

Your petitioners would further represent and show unto your hon” 
or that at the Stickleyville voting precincts the judges o£ the elec” 
tion in the said precints made returns that there were 50 votes cast 
against bond issue for the Rose Hill District, put your petitioners 
charge that 34 of the said pallots were blank ballots on which there 
was KEKKkEN neither written or printedanything except the date and 

gee fp Leeere See od cc: etlewy At SUD, 
purpose of the election, and that said 54 ballots should not have 
been counted against the bond issue, but should have been cast out 
as illegal ballots. And your complainants charge that if the said 
Juages at the said precincts as aforesaid nad made the proper return 
in their said precints, the returns would have shown a majority of 


203 votes Tor pond issue in the Rose Hill District, and a majority of 


GF§ votes in the County at large in favor of the issuance of ponds for 





for the said Rose Hill Magisterial District. Your petitioners there 
fore allege that the returns of the said Judges as aforesaid in the 
various places aforesaid are improper, erroneous and false in the 
said respect as aforesaid, and allege that should a proper count 

have been maa#@ given and proper return made by the said judges as 
aforesaid, the Commissioners of election of the said county would 
have rendered a different certificate showing that the said bond is= 
sue had carried in the said Rose Hill Dis'rict. 

The prayer therefore of your petitioners is that your honor take 
cognizance of their cause and inquire into the said returns of the 
said judges as aforesaid that said ballots as aforesaid be examined 
and declared void and of none effect, and that the court render judge™ 
ment on the merits of your petitioners cause according to the law in 


such cases made and provided, and that WEE AMSREARSs Pa CR eth 


made partiy: defendant to this petitiona and compl a ak: and: be re7 
quired to answer the same, if answer is required of fesere by law, and 
that the court proceed at the next term of this court to determine 
this contest in the manner provided by law, and.make SasN proper 
record of its judgement. And may all other further and general relief 


be granted your petitioners and complainants that the nature of their 


cause and. good conscience —, and they will ever pray &c. 


a me £ 4 TELS oh, 1A ol 
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Virginia, Lee County, to-wit: 


of the Peace 


in and for the Gounty and state aforesaid, do nereoy certity that 


| pes / VA 
, f (ta72 (cn of ite a LL. ae, 


two of the above named complainants,” this day made ofth before me 


that the facts set forth in the foregoing complaint are true to the 


pest of their Knowledge. and pelief. 
Given under my hand this the Z = day of December, 1908. 
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